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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1. In response to communications filed on 19 July 2007, claims 2, 4-5, 10, and 14 
are amended, claims 1, 3, 6-9, 11-13, and 19-20 are cancelled, and claim 21 is added 
per applicant's request. Claims 2, 4-5, 10, 14-18, and 21 are pending in the application. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: the claim states 
"wherein the search engine" in line 1. However, there is no 'a search engine' in 
independent claim 14. Thus, it is unclear whether or not claim 16 refers to the different 
search engines or a new search engine. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 10 is objected to because claim 10 depends on claim 1 , which has been 
cancelled. Thus, it is unclear what claim 10 is dependent on. As claims 2, 4, and 5, 
depended on claim 1 and now depend on claim 21 , for the purposes of examination, 
claim 10 was treated as if it depended on claim 21 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 2, 5 t 10, 14-15, 17-18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Liu et al . (US Patent 6,839,680) in view of Ryan et al . (US Pre- 
Grant Publication 2003/0088554). 

As to claim 14, Liu et al . teaches a system for providing search results, the 
system comprising: 

A plurality of client computers, each client computer including a persistently 
resident message delivery program, (see 2:54-61 . The clients can download ProReach 
onto their systems), executing independent of any browser program (see 65:55-60. 
ProReach executes outside the Netscape Browser Program), configured to record client 
data indicate of consumer preferred links (see 1 1 :59-67 and 12:1-36) 

Liu et al . does not teach for keywords employed to perform searches across 
different search engines and across multiple websites, 

Ryan et al . teaches for keywords employed to perform searches across different 
search engines and across multiple websites (see paragraphs [0043] and [0076]- 
[0077]), 

Liu et al . as modified teaches wherein the user of the client computer is aware of 
and has approved the operations of the message delivery program and the 
communication of such navigation history data (see Liu et al . 63:43-54); and 

A message server computer configured to receive client data from the message 
delivery program in each of the client computers (see Liu et al . 14:10-37 and 66:46-55), 
the message server computer storing a ranking of links associated with particular 
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keywords, the ranking being based on client data (see Ryan et al . paragraphs [0040]- 
[0041] and [0076]-[0077]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Liu et al . by the teachings of Ryan et al .. 
since Ryan et al . teaches "it is a measure of which web-pages they found most useful 
after the key-word search. The combination of all surfer traces is used to create a users' 
choice hit-list". In addition to this, Ryan et al . teaches "presenting first the most popular 
web page listings in a subsequent search using the same keyword search entry" (see 
Abstract). 

As to claim 15, Liu et al . as modified teaches further comprising: 
A search engine configured to receive a search request for a keyword from a first 
client computer, the search engine being configured to provide the keyword to the 
message server computer and to receive a set of links from the message server 
computer over the Internet, the links in the set of links determined to be relevant to the 
keyword based on the client data (see Rvan et al . paragraphs [0043], [0064], and 
[0076]-[0077]). 



As to claim 17, Liu et al . as modified teaches wherein the links in the set of links 
point to web pages on the Internet (see Rvan et al . paragraphs [0043] and [0076]- 
[0077]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/815,112 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2164 

As to claim 18, Ryan et al . as modified teaches further comprising: 

A search model created using the client data and configured to provide a score 

for a link, the score being indicative of a relevance of the link to a keyword (see Ryan et 

al., paragraphs [0076]-[0077]). 

As to claim 21 , Liu et al . teaches a method of responding to a search request in a 
computer network, comprising: 

Receiving client data from application programs operating on client computers 
and executing independently of internet browsers on such computers (see 2:54-61 and 
65:55-60), the client data including 

Client navigation history across multiple websites (see 11:59-67 and 12:1-36); 

and 

Liu et al . does not teach search engine response and subsequent navigation 
history, 

Ryan et al . teaches search engine response and subsequent navigation history 
(see paragraphs [0043] and [0076]-[0077]), 

Liu et al . as modified teaches across all search engines employed by the client 
computer (see Liu et al . 1 1 :59-67 and 12:1-36. Navigation history is recorded. Also see 
Ryan et al . [0043], [0047] and [0076]); 

Wherein the user of the client computer is aware of and has approved 
communication of navigation history data (see Liu et al . 63:43-54); 
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Assembling a database associating website links with consumer preferences 
gathered from consumers (see Ryan et al . paragraph [0076]-[0077] and Liu et al . 14:10- 
37 and 66:46-55); 

Receiving a search request, including at least one keyword (see Ryan et al . 
paragraphs [0043] and [0048]); 

Providing at least one website identification from the database (see Ryan et al . 
paragraphs [0043] and [0076]-[0077]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Liu et al . by the teachings of Ryan et al ., 
since Ryan et al . teaches "it is a measure of which web-pages they found most useful 
after the key-word search. The combination of all surfer traces is used to create a users' 
choice hit-list". In addition to this, Ryan et al . teaches "presenting first the most popular 
web page listings in a subsequent search using the same keyword search entry" (see 
Abstract). 

As to claim 2, Liu et al . as modified teaches further comprising creating a search 
model using the plurality of client data, the search model being configured to provide a 
score indicative of a relevance of a link to the keyword (see Ryan et al . paragraphs 
[0076]-[0077]). 
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As to claim 5, Liu et al . as modified teaches wherein links associated with the 
keyword are assigned corresponding scores using a search model (see Ryan et al . 
paragraph [0076]-[0077]). 

As to claim 10, Liu et al . as modified teaches wherein client data further includes 
consumer purchase behavior (see 9:42-49 and 12:1-36). 

5. Claims 4 and 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Liu et al . (US Patent 6,839,680) in view of Ryan et al . (US Pre-Grant Publication 
2003/0088554), and further in view of Kamanqar et al . (US Pre-Grant Publication 
2003/0046161). 

As to claim 4, Liu et al . as modified teaches the method of claim 21 . 

Liu et al . as modified does not teach informing the search engine of a selected 
layout among a plurality of different layouts to be used in presenting the plurality of 
links, the selected layout being selected based on a number of consumers who clicked 
on a link as presented in the selected layout versus the same link as presented in other 
layouts. 

Kamangar et al . teaches informing the search engine of a selected layout among 
a plurality of different layouts to be used in presenting the plurality of links, the selected 
layout being selected based on a number of consumers who clicked on a link as 
presented in the selected layout versus the same link as presented in other layouts (see 
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paragraphs [0040] and [0043]. The position of four advertisements within a layout is 
considered by 'performance factors', one of which takes into "a measure of user interest 
for the ad weighted for past positions of the ad relative to those past positions". Ryan et 
al. teaches to count clicks, paragraphs [0076]-[0077] and [0087]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have further modified Ryan et al . by the teaching of 
Kamangar et al , since Kamangar et al . teaches that "the present invention involves 
novel methods, apparatus, message formats and data structures for providing effective 
advertisements in an interactive environment" (see paragraph [0022]). 

Liu et al . as modified teaches the system of claim 14. 

Liu et al . as modified does not teach wherein the search engine is configured to 
receive information on a selected layout among a plurality of different layouts to be used 
in presenting the set of links from the message server computer, the selected layout 
being selected based on a number of consumers who clicked on a particular link as 
presented in the selected layout versus the same particular link as presented in other 
layouts in the plurality of different layouts. 

Kamangar et al . teaches wherein the search engine is configured to receive 
information on a selected layout among a plurality of different layouts to be used in 
presenting the set of links from the message server computer, the selected layout being 
selected based on a number of consumers who clicked on a particular link as presented 
in the selected layout versus the same particular link as presented in other layouts in 
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the plurality of different layouts (see paragraphs [0040] and [0043]. The position of four 
advertisements within a layout is considered by 'performance factors', one of which 
takes into "a measure of user interest for the ad weighted for past positions of the ad 
relative to those past positions". Ryan et al . teaches to count clicks, paragraphs [0076]- 
[0077] and [0087]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have further modified Liu et al . by the teaching of 
Kamangar et al ., since Kamangar et al . teaches that "the present invention involves 
novel methods, apparatus, message formats and data structures for providing effective 
advertisements in an interactive environment" (see paragraph [0022]). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2, 4-5, 10, and 14-18 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles D. Adams whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3938. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM, M - F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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